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not to injure; but he who hurts himself both suffers and
performs the same things at the same time. Besides, it
would then be possible for a man to be injured willingly.
And besides these things, no man commits an injury without
its being one of the particular acts of Injustice; but no man
commits adultery with his own wife, nor breaks through his
own wall, nor steals his own property. But on the whole
that a man should injure himself is refuted, according to
the definition concerning being voluntarily injured.

3.  It is moreover obvious, that both are bad things, the
being injured and injuring; for the one is to have less, the
other to have more than the mean $ which is like what is
salutary in the medical art, and what in the gymnastic art is
productive of a good habit of body.    But at the same time
to injure is the worst of the two; for to injure was stated
to  be joined with  viciousness, and to be blaraeable; arid
that viciousness either perfect and simply so, or that which'19
nearly so -, for every thing voluntary is not attended by in-
justice; but the being injured is without viciousness and in-
justice.    In itself therefore to be injured is a less evil 5 but
by accident nothing prevents its being the greater evil.   But
that has nothing to do with art; but art calls a pleurisy a
severer disease than a stumble; and yet the other by ac~<
cident may become the greater, if it should happen to a per-
son stumbling to be taken by the enemy, in consequence of
his fall, and to be slain.

4.  But by metaphor and similitude, there is indeed no
justice between a man and himself, but between certain parts
of himself.   Not, however, every kind of justice., but that
between master and slave, or the economic 5 for in this
manner the part of the soul possessing reason is distinct
from the irrationalz.   To which men consequently refer^ and
think that there is injustice from a man towards himself, be-

56 See book i. c. 13. sect, 7. where it was sai$ that the irrational part of
jthe soul obeys the rational, like a child obeys its father; so that when a
child commits an act of injustice against its father, it is considered to be
like the irrational part opposing the rational*